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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 June 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [2 Claim(s) 1-15.17 and 19-24 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-15.17 and 19-24 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) K The drawing(s) filed on 05 December 2005 is/are: a)M accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Applicants should note that with respect to the following prior art rejections, it is 
noted that a garage door is not regarded as being positively claimed, nor are elongated 
lock bars or snap cables. Further, the prior art relied upon is capable of use with a 
garage door, elongated lock bars, and cables. 

Claims 2 and 7-9 are objected to because of the following informalities: In claim 
2, line 1, there is no antecedent basis for "the at least one end". Claim 7 is objected to, 
since its limitations are now already present in claim 1 . In claim 8, line 2, "and two 
opposed ends" is unclear, since first and second ends are already claimed in claim 1 . 
See also claim 9, line 4 where the two opposed ends are also referred to. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-15, 17 and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use 
the invention. The claims are rejected as the written disclosure does not set forth how 
the inside locking member and outside locking member are operable to permit and 
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selectively prevent rotation of the spindle by manipulation of the outside end of the 
spindle, as set forth in the independent claims. On page 6, lines 9 and 16, the 
specification discloses a conventional keyed lock cylinder and a conventional push- 
button. It is not clear as to whether the lock cylinder and push-button themselves only is 
disclosed as conventional, or their operation with a spindle as claimed in the last three 
lines of claim 1 , for example. 

In view of the above claim rejections, the claims are rejected as best understood, 
on prior art, as follows. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identicaily disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-7, 10-15, 17 and 19-24 as best understood are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tierney (820) in view of Kajuch (612) and 
applicant's admitted prior art. 

Tierney teaches a locking system including a spindle 19, keyed lock cylinder and inside 
handle 2 as seen in fig. 2, and an actuator yoke having a central hub portion 6 on the 
inside end of the spindle and having radially outwardly extending ends 7 as seen in fig. 
2 which are capable of being connected to locking bars 24 or to snap cables. Tierney 
also teaches an inside escutcheon 3 and an outside escutcheon surrounding the 
rotatable key 16 plug. As seen in fig. 3 and disclosed in column 2, lines 60-65 and 
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column 3, lines 58-65, Kajuch teaches that it is well known to provide an inside locking 
member 38 with an inside handle 36, which is opposite to the key cylinder 24 along the 
spindle 27. On page 6, lines 9 and 16, applicant teaches that a push-button and keyed 
cylinder is well known with a spindle locking system. It would have been obvious to 
modify the Tierney inside handle 2 to include an inside locking member push-button to 
cooperate with the keyed cylinder and selectively permit and prevent rotation of the 
spindle 19 by manipulation of the outside end of the spindle, in view of the teachings of 
Kajuch and applicant's admitted prior art, the motivation being to optimize the security of 
the locking system against unauthorized access. With respect to claim 5, it would have 
been obvious to utilize an outside handle with the keyed cylinder of Tiemey, in view of 
an additional teaching 20 of Kajuch, the motivation being to allow outside actuation 
without a key, if desired. With respect to claim 13, the inside escutcheon 3 of Tierney 
includes a raised central portion directly below numeral 14 in fig. 2, and a recessed (top 
and bottom as seen in fig. 2) outer portion which also provides clearance for the yoke 
ends 7. 

Claims 8 and 9 as best understood are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tierney in view of Kajuch and applicant's admitted prior art as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Hauber. 

Hauber teaches an actuator yoke 12, 52 having ends 52 capable of being connected to 
a lock bar 50 or capable of use with a latch cable, an inside handle 46 on the inside end 
end of the spindle 14, the yoke including a hub portion 12 which is between the handle 
46 and the ends 52, wherein the ends 52 are nearer the outside end of the spindle than 
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the hub, and an outside escutcheon 16a. It would have been obvious to modify the 
inside handle and yoke of Tierney to include opposed ends which are offset from the 
hub, wherein the opposed ends are nearer the outside of the spindle than the hub, in 
view of the teaching of Hauber, the motivation being to provide a lockable, compact 
inside handle assembly. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15, 17 and 19-24 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lloyd A. Gall whose telephone number is 703-308-0828. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Knight can be reached on 703-308-3179. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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LioydA.Gal» 
Primary Examiner 



